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TO THE 
Right Reverend Father in Gd 


| Lord Biſhop of | 
EXE T E R: 

To The Reverend ; 
. Edward Trelawny, Dean: 
And To 
The Reverend the 
\NONS of that CHURCH: 
This DISCOURSE is 


With all Humility and Gratitude 
Dedicated by 


THE AUTHOR: 


E R M O N 


| Preach 'd before the 
[ woerfity of OXFORD, 
E — Sf. MaTTHIas-Dar, Sr. 
Acts v. 3, 4 
Peter ſaid, Ananias, why Jath Satan filled thine Heart 
| lie unto the Holy Ghoſt ? — 
1 Thou haſt not lied unto Men, but unto God. 

H A FT excellent Compendium of the Chriſtian 
Doctrine of the Trinity called the Athanafian 
roy being appointed to be read on this 

y ; -a Diſcourſe on that Subject cannot be 
ught R And becauſe the many, Treatiſes 
he Divinity of the Son of God, occaſion'd by the 
Revival of an exploded Hereſy » have been very 
g and convincing ; Nothing ſeems neceſſary to be 
ed to juſtify the iter aner of our Church in 

whoſe Doctrine of the Trinity; ; but to prove, That 
Holy Ghoſt alſo is a Perſon in the Divine Eſſence, 
me Sub ſtauce, Majeſty, aud Glory with the Father and 

Wm, very and eternal God. 

r. Wr and Contempt with which the Doctrine 
he Trinity bath of late years been treated by One 
en, Who endeavour to banter us out of the 

et. of it; and the ſpecious Pretences to Reaſon, 

Which another ſort would argue us out of it; ha- 
> had but too rible - Wa on the minds of une 
en; 


2 +» The Perſonality and Divinity 
Men; "Tis become abſolutely neceſſary to vindi 
this Doctrine, and oppoſe an Opinion which is 
rowing Faſhionable. When the Fundamentals of ( 
Vanity are openly {truck at, and the tremendous 
ſeries of the Goſpel expos'd as Impoſlibilities, N 
ſenſe, and Contradictions; to fit ſtill with Indifferen 
is giving up the Cauſe; and to decline the Comba 
ſuſpicion of the weakneſs of our Arguments. It 
not therefore, I hope, be eſteem'd improper, if It 
this Occaſion, (In purſuance of what many excel, 
Writers have of late done as to the Divinity of i 
Saviour) to lay. before you the Grounds of our Fai 
as to the Perſonality and Divinity of the Holy Ghol 


The method I ſhall obſerve in treating this Sub 
ſhall be to evince | e 
1. That the Holy Ghoſt is a Perſon: 01 
2. That He is a Perſon -diſtinf# from both Fat 
and Son : and enn - 
3. That He is a Perſon in the ſame Eſſence witht 
Father and the Son. e wh 
And this I ſhall ſhew to be the Doctrine 4 
1. Of the Holy Scripture, and 
2. Of the whole Chriſtian Church, even Before t 
Council of Nice. | 


And firſt, That the Holy Ghoſt is a Perſon. I. 
who deny the Perſonality of the Holy Ghoſt, aſſert, ü 
either He is a Power or Efficacy of the Father, or a | 
or an Operation, or a Quality, or an Attribute, or au 4 
_ .cident, or indeed any ching but what He is, a Perl 
But it ought to be conſider d how theſe Notions can res 
reconcil'd with ſuch Repreſentations of the Holy Git 
as every where occur in the Holy Scripture, There 
find St. Paul requeſting God, that the Romans m! 
abound in Hope by the Power of the Holy Ghoſt. But toi 
tribute Power to a mere Power, Efficacy to a mere E. 
cacy, is incongruous and abſurd. The ſame St. Pi 
enumerates at another place, the ſeveral Gifts of wi 
the Holy Ghoſt is the Diſpenſer, diuiding to even 
ſeveralh as he willeth : But let our Adyerſaries themſel 


. 


.« Rom. 15. 13. b + Cor, tr. 11. f „ 
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Badges whether a mere Gift can be the Author of 
or whether any thing but a Perſon can beſtow 
) ſupernatural Graces, as Working of Miracles, 
hhecying , Diſcerning of Spirits , and others the like. 
y who aſſert Him to be an Operation or Quality, 
firſt to ſhew us, how a mere Operation or Qua 
can act and operate. They who will have Him 
xe an Accident, are firſt to ſhew, that there can be 
ſuch*Khing as an Accident in the Divine Eſſence ; 
ow an Accident can be ſaid to intercede with Groan- 
to beſtow Spiritual Gifts , or to deſcend in a bodily 
And they who contend that He is an Attribute, 
1d give ſome Reaſon, why in the Form of Baptiſm, 
Attribute ſhould be join'd with Two which are 
eſſedly Perſons ; or why that Attribute rather than 
other. Till ſome ſatisfactory Solution be given to 
e Doubts, to concur with thefe Opinions, were to 
Defiance to our Reaſon. ; 

ut we want not Pofitive Arguments to confirm this 
th; ſeeing the Holy Scripture does very fully ex- 
t and repreſent the Holy Ghoſt as a Subſiſting, In- 
dual, Intelligent Being, or Perſon, by attributing to 
ſuch Actions and Operations, as none but a Perſon 
be the Author of. Thus we find that b He maketh 
ceſſon with Groanings ; © that he ſearcheth all things; 
at He ſpake to Peter; that He ſpake to the Prophets 
Teachers at Antioch ; and more particularly, by our 
our Himſelf the Comforter is deſcrib'd, as a Perſon 
' ſhould hear, receive, teſtify, reprove, and inſtruft : 
who can form any Notion of a Quality or Efficacy 
reding with Groauings; who can conceive that a 
Gift can ſearch all things; and what ſtrange Lan- 
e is a ſpeaking Power, a receiving Attribute, and a 
hing, reproving, inſtructing Accident ? 1 
gan, in other Places He is ſet forth as a * Guider 
Direfter into all Truth; as a Revealer of the mind of 
not as from Himſelf, but as capacitated for that 
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4 The Perſonality. aud Divinity 
Office by the other two Perſons. * Art one Place 
ſaid to come, and to be fent ; at another to deſcenif{ 
Bodily ſhape like a Dove; ſometimes He is ſaid to he 
Infirmities, and to dwell in us ; at other times to g dl. 
Acceſs to the Father, and to ſan#tify us unto! Obedia 
And the conferring a quick underſtanding, the ren ri 
fanttifying and juſtifying us are in all Parts of Holy Mt 
ture attributed to the Spirit as the Immediate Au eet 
What but a Perfon can be the Author of theſe, Adi 
What more convincing Proof can be requir'd, tha | 
thing is an Intelligent, Subſiſting Being, than ſhe 
that it rms tych Operations, as nothing bu 
Intelligent Being can effect? Is it a thing conſiſtent 
the Simplicity of .Scripture , or reconcilable with i 01 
Infinite Goodneſs of God himſelf, thus conſtantly u 
preſent the Holy Ghoſt as a Perſon, if He be not vi 
and to lay us under little leſs than a Neceſſity off 
ing falſe Ideas and wrong Conceptions of him ? 90 
But further; Not only ee but 
Affections and Faculties purely Perſonal, are throug 
the holy Scripture, anrief to the Holy Spirit. 
by St. Paul we are exhorted ® not to grieve the Spirit 
Nuiah He is call d the Spirit of Wiſdom and Under 
ing , the Spirit of. Counſel and Might, and the Spin 
Knowledge and Fear. In other places He is ſaid u 
vide his gifts ſeverally as he willeth ; and laſtly, the] 
we are told, provok'd the Spirit of God. What bu 
Intelligent Being can be the Subject of Grief and! 
vocation, Will and Underſtanding ? and who doolf 


8383 that to attribute Gxief to a Quality, Pn 
ion to an Efficacy, Will to a Gift, or Underſ 
to an Attribute, is monſtrouſly abſurd , and rep 
to the common and receiv'd Senſe of Mankind? 
I cannot but add one thing more, which ſeemil 
dently to point out to us the Holy Ghoſt's Perſou 
| That word, which in the Original Language N 0 
. new Teſtament fignifies Spirit, being of the Na 
Gender, is, when the Ho „ Gbaft is fignify'd, | 
John 15. 26. Luke 3. 22. Rom, 8. 26. z Cor. 3, 16, 9 


1 Pet. 1. 2. Ifai. 11. 3, Tit. 3. 5 Cor. 6. 11. Rom. 15. 
ns, 1e . r in. 


| 1 


A 7he Holy Ohe, o. x5 
nently with a Pronoun of the Maſouline: So in St. 
dr id, i, r Tempe ; and in St. Paul's E- 
> to the Epheſians ; d Nvivunl: 3; i . fo de- 
dly do. theſe Places ſeem to repreſent Him a Per- 
that the late Author of the Scripture Doctrine of 
Trinity (who can't be ſuſpected to have given any 
t an unjuſtiable Turn in favour of our Opinion) 
yet thought fit to render The 4««7@ 7x3 Nvetua of 
Pohn, by, He, That Perſon, The Spirit of Truth. 
fore I proceed to my ſecond Head, I think it pro- 
o give an Anſwer to two Objections to the Argu- 
ts 1 have urg d. The One; that Perſonal Aﬀions 
gin holy Scripture attributed to things which we 
own not to be Perſons, our Conſequence is invalid, 
beſt but precarious: That as, where tis ſaid, 
prity ſuffereth long and is kind; we ave to underſtand 
only the Perſon of ſuch a Man as is actuated by 
good Quality; ſo when any Action which ſuppoſes 
ſon is attributed to the Holy Ghoſt, it muſt be in- 
eted of God the Father, acting by that Quality of 
denominated His-Spirit. Is . 
t this Objection is fully anſwer d by producing In- 
es of ſome Actions attributed to the Holy Ghoſt, 
th can in no wiſe be reconcil'd to the Perſon of the 
er; and therefore neceſſarily infer a Diſtinction be- 
n the Holy Ghoſt and the Father, Such are His 
Jent by the Son; His ſpeaking not as of Himſelf ; His 
ing His Power from the Son, and glorifying. the Son 
hat Power ſo receiv'd, But that the Perſon ef the 
r ſhould be ſont by the Son; That the Father fhauld 
nt as of Himſelf ; That He ſbould receive Power from 
n, aud glorify the Son for that Power Jo received, (all 
manifeltly implying a Subordination to the Son) is 
uliſtent with his being Sovereiguly Independent, 
dle Origin of all Power and Authority, and the 
jor and Principle of whatever is dane by the Son 
e Spirit; which on all hands He is confeſſed to be. 
Actions then being undeniably Perſonal; and it 
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6 De Perſonality and Divinity 
being as certain that they cannot be aſcrib'd to the 
ther acting by any Quality or Energy inherent in} 
ſelf, (ſince that, as I have ſaid, would infer a Sub, 
nation to the Son) it evidently follows, that the | 
Ghoſt is a Perſon ; not an Energy, Power, or Qu 
of the Father, by which he acts. n 
The other Objection I propos d to ſpeak to, is, 
tho in holy Scripture, great variety of Action 
attributed to the Holy Spirit, which beſpeak Hi 
Perſon ; yer other things are there aſerib'd to I 
which are inconſiſtent with the nature of a Pei 
ſuch are His being given in meaſure, and without me 
His: being pour d out; extinguiſh d; and others the 
And therefore the Proofs of His being a Perſon, dr 
from holy , Scripture, ſeem not more concluſive, t 
thoſe of His not being ſo. GP TO 
To which Obje&ion, either of theſe following 
tions ſeems ſufficient. - Firſt, that God the Son! 
(whoſe Perſonality is not call'd in Queſtion by an 
this Age) is ſometimes mention'd' in Scripture u 
ſuch a Character, as is in no wiſe reconcilable 
His being a Perſon :” For thus He is faid to be 
unto ut; we are commanded to put on Chriſt; and 
be which eateth Chriſt, even he ſhall Itve by him : And) 
he who from thoſe Texts ſhould infer, that the 80 
God is not a Perſon, would juſtly be condemn! 
falſe Reaſoner. But what more fully ſoltes the( 
jection, is, that theſe Texts inſtane'd in; as irreconc 
able with his being a Perſon, are to be underſtood, 
of the Perſon, but of the Operations of the Holy Ght 
of thoſe ſingular Gifts and Graces, of which He is! 
Diſpenſer ; and which in the new Teſtament frequt 
ly carry the Name of the Spirit their Author. 
Objections then to this way of arguing appearing t0 
mſufficient, I hope I have abundantly evinc'd my! 
Propoſition ; namely, That the Holy Ghoſt js a 
I come now Secondly to ſhew, that He is af 
diſtin& from both Father and Son. 
John 3. 16. Iſai. 9. 6. Rom. 13. 1, Gal 3. 27. John6 
1 Cor. 10. 3: 4. | * 


\\ of the Holy C hon, gc. of 
d here, not to inſiſt on thoſe places of the * Old 
ment to prove his diſtinction from the Father, 
e the 131) or Spirit of Jehovah is apparently di- 
iſh'd from that Jehovah whoſe Spirit He is; I 
ed to more convincing Evidences drawn from the 
: ſuch are His“ being ſent by the Son; His receiving: 
from the Son, and His glorifying the Son ; all which 
vidently inconſiſtent with the Perſon of the Fa- 
His being ſaid to © proceed from the Father , and 
ſent by the Father, are ſo many Demonſtrations of 
ing A diſtin& Perſon from Him, from and by; 
He proceeds and is ſent. He which was ſeen 
ſcend in a bodily ſhape, cannot be the ſame Perſon 
God the Father, whom no man hath, nor can ſee : 
Je who * intercedes for us with the Father, cannot be 
ather with whom He intercedes. 
e ſame Arguments demonſtrate that He is not the 
becauſe f He receiv'd of the Son; was ſent by Him; 
def Him; begat him in the womb of the Virgin; de- 
[on Him at His Baptiſm ; and influenc'd, and con- 
| Him in his State of Humiliation. The Son him- 
ls Him another Comforter; repreſents# the fin againſt 
s much more Heinous than the fin againſt Himſelf; 
d his Diſciples that“ his Miſſion of the Holy Ghoſt 
led on his own Departure; and laſtly perform'd in 
n Perſon, what tis Impoſſible: the Holy Ghoſt 
perform in His, namely Incarnation, Crucifixion, - 
and Reſurre&ion. | | 
in; why, but to diſtinguiſh Him from the Fa- 
d Son, are we baptiz d into * His Name, as well 
Name of the Father and the Son? why, but to 
ſtrate them to be diſtin& from each other, does 
ed Apoſtle pray * for the Grace of our Lord Jeſus 
and the Love of God the Father, and the Fellowſhip 
Holy Ghoſt? Or how, if He were the ſame with - 
her cr Son, could! He deſcend on the Sou in 4 
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8 The Per ſauality and Divinity 
Bodily ſhape, the Father from Heaven teſtifying his 40 
Laſtly; — ſuppoſing them to be Three di 
Perſons, no fatisfactory Solution can be given, 
in the great Work of Man's Salvation, a diſtin ( 
and Operation ſhould be proper to each of I. 
why * the Father only ſhould be ſaid zo ele; A 
only to hawe ſhed and ſprinkled His blood, as the 
Mediation ; een r to u um 
dience. 
What has been ſaid, being I conceive, ſufßci 
perſwade us, that the Holy Ghoſt is a Perſon; 
fach a Perſon as is neither the Father nor the So, 
remains that I proceed in the 
Third and laſt Place, To ſhew, that He i is al 
in the ſame Eſſence; of the ſame Majeſty and ( 
with the Father and Son; very and eternal God. 
Among the many Places of Holy Scripture whit 
re&ly point out to us the Divinity of the ates f 
that which I have choſen for a Text to this Dil 
ſeems very remarkable and full. In theſe Word 
Peter tells Auaniar that He bad lied to the Hoh f 
thas in lying 10 the Holy Ghoſt, He had not lied umi! 
but in ſo doing, He had lied unto God: 'The Conſeq 
is eaſy and obvious; namely, that if lying unt 
Holy Ghoſt be lying unto God, the Holy Ghoſt is 
The Deſign of the Apoſtle's Reprimand — 
to give Auani at the deepeſt Senſe of the Heinc 
his Sin, by ſetting before Him the Greatneſs d 
Perſon whom He had offended ; He ought, (if | 
Holy Ghoſt He had meant any other thing than 
to haue ſtared it thus ; Thou haſt not lied to — 
nor to the Holy Ghoſt only, but fo God; Whe 
it now lies in the Text; there being no Oppoſit 
between the hig 10 the Holp Ghoſt, and to God, wi 
is berween the Jung ts Man and God ; tis appareit, 
Ananias lied'uno God, not. otherwiſe than as K 
unto the Holy Ghoſt. 
At che Conception of the Son of God, che l 
| Virgin was told, tar r Joly 2hing which / 
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IIL of the Holy Cho, ec. | Gt 
_ Her, ſhould therefore be call'd the Son of God, be- 
begotten by the overſhadowing of the Holy Ghoſt, A 
laration, which could never be made good, were 
the Holy Ghoſt God ; ſince then our Saviour muſt 
been the Son of a Creature. | 
St. Paul tells us, that * our Bodies are the Temples of the 
Ghoſt; this ſufficiently intimates His Divinity; be- 
ethe Habitation of a Creature is not capable of giv- 
he Name of a Temple. If He tells us, that we are the 
le of God, becauſe the Spirit of God dwelleth in us ; let our 
erſaries vindicate this from being falſe Reaſoning, 
ſs the Holy. Spirit be truly and properly Gd. 
Moſes inform us, that > when He went in before the 
Jehovah to ſpeak with him, he took the weil off until 
ame out; St. Paul, in a manifeſt Alluſion to this 
„ tells us, that the Lord is that Spirit; and where 
pirit of the Lord is, there is Liberty. From whence 
al to draw this Inference ; 'That Perſon to whom 
5 ipake, was Jehovah; that Perſon (according to 
Paul) was that Spirit ; and that Spirit, the Spirit of 
Lord, or the Holy Ghoſt. | Gs 
David ſay, that © the Iſraelites in the wilderneſs, 
ted and provoked the moſt High God; the Prophet 1/aiah, 
the Apoſtle to the Hebrews, apply this Tempta- 
to the Holy Ghoſt, 1 1 
[ſaiah report, that d the Lord ſent a Meſſage by his 
bet ; St. Paul lets us know, that this Meſſage was de- 
d by the Holy Ghoſt to the Prophet. | LEY 
St. Peter ſay, that * Prophecy came not in old time by . 
Cor. 6. 19. and 3. 16. So St. Auſtin (Epiſt.66. ad Maxim. vol. a. 
A. Edit. Baſil, 1541) Si\templum ei facere, ficut Solomon fecit. &c. 
Epiphanius (Hereſ. 74. p 992. D. Paris 1622) There abe G 
75 a wa woely 0347 ir. Ei nisu tabs Oer N 
l ax x νAν,&ãN O, ns mApions Mes i. t, 
enden & m Ow d. b Exod · 34. 34 compar d with 
15. 16, 27. c Pſal. 78. 18. 41+ 56. and 106. 14. Iſai. 63, 10. 
3+7, 8, 9. d Iſa. 6. 9. compar'd with Acts 28. 25 e Per. 1. 
im. 3. 16. So Theodoret (in 2Tim. 3+.16.) Sele 7d er 


ow, trie d Ag . + ADA deb ds 8 u G- 
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5 1 . I 4 n oF 
To The Perſonality and Divinity 
"the Will of Man, but holy Men of God ſpake as thy 
L mov A by the Holy Ghoſt ; St. Paul adds, that all boh 
ture is $8barwg@;, infpir'd by God. 
If the ſame St. Paul, diſcourſing of the Diver 
Spiritual Gifts, aſſert, that they are given by tha 
Cod which worketh all in al; He yet 4 that al 
worker h that one and the ſelf ſame Spirit. 
If Moſes tells us, that b The Lord Jebovah led If 
of Egypt ; the Prophet Jaiah applies this 20 the H. 
"the Lord. $A. QF ST EO. 
In the laſt words of the Prophet David, He whit 
at one Place call'd © The Spirit of the Lord, is imme 
ly after, term'd The God of Iſrael,. and the Rock of | 
If the Prophet Jeremiah inform us, that 4 Th 
"Jehovah will make a new Covenant with the Houſe of 
the Author to the Hebrews aſſures us, that thi 
Spoken by the Holy GhofF. | 1-4 
If our Saviour declare, that che Sin e againſt th 
Ghoſt is for ever unpardonable ; Our own Reaſoi 
-thence diſcover that the Holy Ghoſt is God; Na 
it is therefore unpardonable, becauſe He is G0 
that unleſs he were God it could not be unpardon 
For tis the higheſt Abſurdity to imagine, that thel 
Crime, when committed againſt an Iafinite Beim fan 
be remiſſible, yer for ever irremiſſible when comm 
againſt a Finite One. IBOJ 1 10% BL 
As we thus find in both Teſtaments the Nu 
God beſtow'd on Him; ſo, as a ſtronger Proof di 1 
Truth, ſuch Attributes are there given Him, 4 
proper to the Divine Eſſence, and Incommunica 
any Other. Thus, He who is call'd, the eternal 
and He' by whom the Heavens ure created, mult ne 
rily be Eternal, and know no Beginning. #5 
whoſe Preſence neither Heaven nor Hell, nor the uu ;., 
parts ef the Earth can ſcreen o He to whoms 
buman Body is a Temple, has the Attribute of Ou ow 
Hence, which @ Creature cannot have; muſt Nets 
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xd, becauſe none but God is ſo. He who * ſearch- 
things, even the deep things of God, cannot be of the 
ber of Creatures ; none of them knowing the Mind 
Lord, none of them having been his Counſellour. 
who could ſhow the Apoſtles d the things to come; 
e who at the beginning foretold that Some in the 
days ſhould depart from the Faith ; Has a certain 
cnowledge of future Contingencies, the Undoubt- 
erogative of God only. | 
his Divine Attributes beſpeak him God ; ſo alſo 
e Divine Operations aſcrib'd to Him as their Au- 
If Actions flow from the Eſſence of the Agent, 
ature of the Holy Ghoſt will be demonſtrated 
te from the Operations which he did, and does per- 
Such are chiefly, his © miraculous Conception of the 
God in the womb of a Virgin ; His impowering him 
F out Devils; His conferring on the Apoſtles that 
ing Gift of Tongues ; His conferring Spiritual Gifts ; 
ailing Jefus Chriſt from the Dead; and his raiſing 
o, by quickning our Mortal Bodies. The working 
Miracles as Theſe, implies a Divine Power in 
uthor ; ſince no one can ſuſpend, or act in Con- 
ty to the Laws of Nature , but he only which 
Laws to Nature. 
further Argument for the Divinity of the Holy 
t drawn from Scripture, is the Divine Honour and 
pip which is to be paid to Him. Both the Nature 
ligious Worſhip it ſelf, and the-Expreſs Commands 
n us in both Teſtaments, do fo clearly Demonſtrate, 
od only is to be worſhipped ; that if it can be 
prov'd from Scripture, that Divine Honour is due 
Holy Ghoſt ; the Conſequence, that He is God; 
or, I conceive, be deny'd or queſtion'd. A Cm- 
for this Divine Worſhip is imply'd in our being 
tis d in his. Name : In which moſt Solemn Act, We 
our Faith in Him, declare Our Hope on Him, 
ow a perpetual Obedience to Him. Examples of 
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Or. 2. 10, 11. So Epipbauiut. Her. 74 Sect. 13. p. 903. A. 
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2 The Perſonality and Divinity 
this Divine Worſhip are frequent in Scripture : Sud 
that of St. John, imploring Grace and Peace on the 
atick Churches from the Seven Spirits which are ld 
be Throne of God: An Expreſſion, by which the 
Ghoſt muſt be ſignify d, both becauſe tis not Credi 
that St. John ſhould in an Act of Religious Worſh 
join any Created Being with God the Father and his 
Chriſt Jeſus : (as He muſt, if with ſome Interprey 
we expound the Place of the Holy Angels) as alſo, | 
cauſe that Phraſe is very Conformable to a com 
Speech among the Jews; Who, from the eleventh 
1ſaiah and the Second verſe, b uſed to ſpeak much oft 
Seven Spirits of the Mefliah. We have two Lllufry 
Examples of Religious Worſhip paid to the Holy G 
by St. Paul Himſelf: The One, where he begs fart 
Corinthians the © Communion of the Holy Ghoſt, as wel 
Grace from the Son, and Love from the Father : 
other, where he calls the Hply Ghoſt to witneſs tot 
Truth of his Profeſſion, and the Sincerity of his 
ſcience ; * My Conſcience, ſays He, bearing me uin 
the Holy Ghoſt. This his Aſſeveration is plainly an 
and an Oath is certainly one of the higheſt Acts of Rt 
gious Worſhip; God being then call'd on as Privy tot 
Secrets of Mens Hearts: and as a Witneſs to the In 
or an Avenger of the Falſhood of what They teſtif 
| T ſhall content my ſelf with adding only One Ay 
ment more to prove the Divinity of the Holy G 
taken from that Part which he bears in the Gort 
ment and Diſpoſal of the Church-Militant : A 
which Neceſſarily requires and ſuppoſes him a Di 
Perſon. When our Saviour was about to aſcend 
Heaven; He promis d to ſend his Diſciples another ( 
forter or Advocate; who was to perform a Part p ce 
ro Himſelf, in Ruling and Ordering the Chi 
Church ; and to Exerciſe ſuch Offices, Fun&ions, 
* as are peculiar to Him in the great M 
of Man's Salvation. The Chief of theſe Offices, Muti 
to Sanctify us; to make us Regenerate ; to Lead, } 
rect, and Govern us, in, all our Words and Wo 
- #Rev. 1: 4-bSee p. 347. of the iſt Vol. of Dr. Lig beſcot W 
Ed. Lend. 1684. c'2 Cor. 13. 14. 4 Rom. 9. 1, vid, & Whit)" 
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we may perform ſuch things as are acceptable and 
pleaſing to God; to make us Members of that 
ly, of which Chriſt is the Head ; to Create in Us a 
eof the Paternal Love of God towards us; to Sanctify 
Set apart fit Perſons for the Office of the Miniſtry ; 
eclare God's Will to us; to reveal God's Mind in 
in Matters above the Ordinary Power, and Courſe 
Nature; to Produce in us good Diſpoſitions towards 
tue; and (to mention no more) to Actuate, Inform, 
Enliven the whole Body of Chriſt's Church. This 
g his Office; what leſs than an Almighty Power 
de ſufficient for theſe Things, Equal to this Task? 
e the Souls and Hearts of Men are the Subjects of 
Government , a perfect Intimacy and thorough Ae- 
intance with our Thoughts and Intentions is In- 
enſably requiſite to One, who by his Office is to 
le and conduct Them. And, as for that purpoſe 
muſt be Omniſcient; ſo tis Neceſſary that his Power 
d be Infinite, and his Preſence Univerſally Exten- 
: For, how otherwiſe can He rule and govern all 
ſe External Events, by which our Paſſions are mov'd, 
Inclinations conceiv'd, and Our Deſires 7 
lat, leſs than an Almighty Power, can diſpoſe ſuch a 
Variety of Accidents as relate to ſuch Infinite 
nbers of Men, ſo diſtant and remote from each 
r, in Time, Place, Eſtate, and Temper. The Di- 
Perfections are queſtionleſs requifite to the Perſon 
t perſorms this Office; and therefore the Divine 
ections belong to the Holy Ghoſt, becauſe He does 
orm this Office. 2 * 
twill, I preſume, be Matter of ſome Comfort to the 
leſſors of this Doctrine to Obſerve, that the Sub- 
Ice of the Faith once for all deliver d to the Saints, has 
n preſery'd in the Church entire and .uncorrupted ; 
deen tranſmitted to Us by faithful Witneſſes: and 
cannot but with Pleaſure obſerve, that the moſt 
mitive Fathers, (who are queſtionleſs the Beſt, Inter- 
ters of Holy Scripture) concur with our Opinion. 
the other hand; the Oppoſers of this Faith muſt be 
ern d, to ſee, that in a Controverted Point, all An- 
ty, (which being nearer the Fountain and Begin- 
: | ning. 
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14 The Perſonality and Divinity 
ning of Truth, had thereby Better Means of Und 
ſtanding it, than We of rheſe Diſtant Ages) held$ 
timents Diametrically Oppoſite to what They advay 
They cannot alſo but be Senſible, how unreaſonabl 
is to ſuppaſe, that in ſo momentous and weighty al 
Grine as is This of the Trinity, the Chriſtian Chu 
ſhould 2 855 after its Eſtabliſhment , have gone 
from the Truth, and maintain a falſe Doctrine: I. 
ceed therefore to evince | Lin 
Secondly ; That this was the Eſtabliſh'd Faith d 
Chriſtian Church, even before the Coundil of N 
Our Adverſaries not thinking it fit to lay claim to 
Ages ſucceeding that Council. II 
And here; though I am very ſenſible how extreu 
tedious to my Audience a Profaſion of Quotations 
appear; Yet ſince I know None that has Profeſt 
treated on this Subject, I may Reaſonably promik 
ſelf, that all the true Sons of Qur moſt holy Chun 
will with Pleaſure receive Proof, that Her Determ 
\ tions in this matter, as well as all others, are ſuppo 
by ſo Venerable an Authority as that of the Anti- Ne 
Church. Fly 
To the Perſonality of the Holy Ghoſt theſe word 
2 Origen give full Teſtimony. The Holy Spirit, ays 
it not as Jome imagine, an Operation of Cod; not hav 
in their Opinion, a proper Sub ſi ſtence. For the Apoſtle, hi 
enumerated the Gifts of the Spirit, immediately [ujt 
But all theſe worketh that one and the ſelf-ſame Spin 
viding to every One feverally as he Willetb; But if He V. 
and Operates, and Divides , He is therefore an Opa 
Subſtance, not a meer Operation. And at another Pi 
the ſame Author is yet more Expreſs; where aryl 
againſt thoſe who aſſerted that the Holy Ghoſt is 
Diſtinct Perſon ;* He declares, b We (that is, tie 
tholicks) are perfwaded that the Father, Sou and Hay" 
are, ic Umm os three Perſons. oy 
might te this Purpoſe produce ſome of thoſe al 
2 Origen in the Carena on John 3. 8. p. 99, 91. Ed. Cordas 
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brleſs Places, where the Fathers attribute ſuch 
tions to him, as neceſſarily ſuppoſe him a Perſoh. 
becauſe 'This would be — redious, I ſniall 
nce only in One Action which infers his Perſonali- 
namely, the manner of his Deſcent on our Savibur 
lis Baptiſm in the Shape of a Dove: which Deſcent 

hold to be, not (as tis now generally interpreted). 
uphorical ; but Real and Corporeal : For ſo Juſtin 
yr expreſſes it by the b Spirit deſcending in the Habe 
Dove. Origen expreſſes it by c the Holy Ghoſt's being ſeen 
Shape of a Dove; and 4 Laftantius by, the Spirit of God 
wot on him, form'd into. the Shape of a IWhite Dove. 
aboye all, Tertullian is very bold; ſaying, e that'the 
t deſcended on our Lord in the Body of a Dove ; that 
as then as truly a Dove as a Spirit; that in aſſuming 
tranebus Subſtance, he deſtroy d not his own proper Sub- 
; and that if it be ask'd 'what became of that Body of 
e when the Spirit return'd into Heaven ; He anſwers, 
ike thoſe Aerial Bodies with which the Angels upon Ex- 
inary Occaſions cloath themſelves, it was rediic'd to 
ing, as it had at firſt been made out of Nothing. 
is not to my Purpoſe to enquire how agreeable tb 
þ this Interpretation may be; But this is evident 
this their Expoſition, that They myft have held 
oly Ghoſt to be a Perſon ; Nothing elſe being ca- 
as cloath'd with a Bodily ſhnape. 
hat they held him to be a diftin& Perſon from 
ather and Son, I might eaſily evince, by layin 
Ich are [renevs L. 3. C. 19. p. Edit. Grabe. and Novati 
0 C 7g ben Ed. 20 88 7. Cologn $617. 47%. Bl. 
.D 316, . D. Paris 1611 c Origen con. Cell. L. . p. 34. 
677. 45's miluaTO@ ber iv i . SLE af | 
«15. p. 355. Ed. Oxin/1684/ Deſcendit ſuper eum Spiritus Dei 
u in Speciem Columbæ Candide. e Tertullian de Car. Chrif. 
360. A. Paris 1634. Spiritum Columbæ corpore de lapſum̃ de- 
ſuper Dominum. Qui Spiritus cum hoe eſſtt. tam vere grar 


(ſampra'Subſtantia Extranes. Sed queris, Corpus Columbæ 
S '\fampro Spiritu in Cum ? que & Angelorum, & eadem 
laterceptum eſt, qua & editum fueratr. Si vidiſſes cum de 
ptoferebatur, ſcifſes cum in Nihilum ſubducehatur. Si non 
Num viſibile, nec Pinis. Tamen ſoliditas Corporis erat 
a Momento Compus videbatur. t % Hit 6b Abu 
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16 The Perſonality and Diviniy 
before you ſome of thoſe Paſſages in their Writ 
where the Three Perſons are diftinitly nam d, 
Different Operation aſcrib'd to each of them. Bu 
Vvould be troubleſome to recite theſe Paſſages fron 
Father; and as when That ſhould be done, it 
only ſhew the Opinion of ſo many Private Men; 
\ ſhall better ſee what was the Doctrine of the 0 
. Catholick, by. obſerving her Behaviour toward; 
Men, as ariſing in ſeveral remote Parts of the 
and at ſeveral Periods of Time, deny'd a Diſtindi 
| Perſons in the Divine Eſſence, is 
When Praxeas at Rome, in the Beginning of the 
Century, explain d the Doctrine of the Trinity 
to aſſert but One Perſon in the Divine Nature, but: 
Three Denominations; and that the Trinity in 
was no other than One Perſon conſider d under 
different Reſpects; Tertullian argu'd againſt i 
Novel Error; oppos d to it the Receiv d Doctrine. 
Church, aſſerted a Trinity of Diſtinct Perſon 
the Creeds and Confeſſions of Faith, which hal ee 
the Standards of Religion ever ſince the Hrſt pl 
of Chriſtianity ; and bitterly inveigh'd againſt / 
as an Iunovator in the Chriſtian Faith. When 
appear d, and maintain'd the ſame Error which! 
had done; He was b ejeted out of Communion 
the Chriſtian Church, as a Teacher of ſuch Doi 
neither the Prophets, nor Apoſtles, nor the Chriſtian 
From her Firſt Inſtitution had eſpouſed or thought of. \ 
aſter all theſe, Sabelius in Libya broach d the 
ctrine; c Diem: of Alexandria, One of the mo r 
nent Biſhops of that Age, ſtrenuouſiy oppos d Hint 
it, and Mrote againſt it. Novatian d ſticks not to 
Here. And the Names of e Hermogenes and f A 
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n Tertullion adv; Prax. c. 2 p 635. B. Hanc Regulem abi rey 
D Paris 1612. c Diony ſius Alex. apud Euſeb. Hiſt. L. in 
453, A. and whar he wrote againſt Sabellius ſee in Euſed 
26: p'277. A Edit. Valeſ. 4 Novstian Lib. de Trin. p. 11+”. 
ad cal Tertull! Paris 1675. e Vid. Auguſtin de Hæreſ. 0-46 
s Cantab,/ 1687. f See the Catalogue of Heretic 
Tectullian de Praſcrip. p 254. C, Paris 163. 
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ü bi Time found in the liſt of Hereticks, for ad- 
10g and maintaining the ſame Opinion. 

ay, ſo careful were the Chriſtians of the Firſt Ages 
aintain this Diſtinction of Perſons, that they plac'd 
at Part of the Difference between the Jewiſh and 
ſtian Faiths in this very Thing. Ie the Faith of 
\ ſays Tertullian, to believe God to be One in fuch a 
er as, to exclude the Son and Holy Spirit: For what 
reuce, but This, is there between Them and Ur? And 
Laliantius ſeem d not Fully enough to have aſſert- 
he Proper Supſiſtence of the Holy Ghoſt ; He was 
wards look't on, as, in That Particular atleaſt, a 
bolizer with *the | Jews, From their attributing 
fore Perſonal Actions to the Holy Ghoſt, it follows 
They held Him to be a Perſon: And from their 
ing as Heretieks 'Thoſe who Dem d a Trinity of 
if Perſons, I infer, that They held Him to be ſuch 
on as is neither the Father nor the Son. 2 1 


u er They held Him to be a Perſon in the Divine 
ee, 1 ſhall endeavour to Prove from Mum Con- 


tions: The Firſt of which hall be, | 
eir Profeſſing to Believe in Him in their Creeds. * 
> bebeve in a Perſon, is,, in the Language of Scrip- 
and the Church, to Believe Him to be God. And 
fore ; when in the Furth Century, the Oppolers 
Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt argy'd from the Si- 
of the Fathers of the Council of Nice; and con- 
d, that becauſe They did not in their Creed in E- 
erms declare the Holy Ghoſt to be God, that 
tore They did not eſteem Him to be God + It was 
d by the © Catholicks ; that though the Fathers 
it Council did not in their Creed declare in Ex- 
ords the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt: yet thein 
tand Belief of it was ſufficiently imply d in Thur 
nullian adv. Prax, C. 41. 663. B. Judaicz fidei iſta res fie 
Deum cregere, _ . —— ro 
tum: Quid enim erit inter Nos & Illos niſi Differentiaiſta® 
am in ad Pammach. & Ocean. (p. 6. H. I. of the ad 
of orks. Ed. Paris 1546) Laftantius in Libris ſuis, & 
gin Epiſtolis ad DNemetrianum, Spiritus Sancti negat Sub- 
| Et. errore ico, dicit eum vel ad Patrem referri, vel 
im, vid. Epiphan. in Hr. — 14. p. 904. A oy 44 
| = 


18 The Perſonality and Di vin 
Article, I Believe in the Holy Ghoſt. If I may bed 
the ſame Way of Arguing , it is beyond Contra 
Evident, that the Chriſtian Church in Al Ages, 
eſpecially the Firſt) believ'd Him to be God; Since 
never was any Publick or Receiv'd Creed in which 
Article was Omitted; But it has been always a 


the Creed, and is * Coeval with Chriſtianity. MR ( 
thoſe Ancient Creeds which we meet with in the e. 
tings of b Jreneus and © Novatian; and thoſe 0] 
Lucian the Martyr, and © Gregory of Neocaſarea, Wil hi 
tranſmitted to Us. But more eſpecially witneſs tha d 


cient Creed explain d in St. Cyril's Catechetick Lal 
Which had been from the Firſt Ages the Receiv d 
of the Church of Jeruſalem ; and did not borroy, 
ſome Learned Men have Imagin'd) thoſe * Clauſe 
cerning the Holy Ghoſt, which It has in Common 
the Conſtantinopolitan Creed, from that Creed ; i 
pearing by very good Arguments, that This lia 
(which was Undoubtedly the Ancient Creed d 
Churches) had thoſe Clauſes before the 


when the Council of Conſtantinople ſubjoin d them f 
Creed compos'd at Nice. . ait 
© # Fir P. King's Hiſt. of the Creed, p. 317. 6 Ireneus, L. i 

. 45. and L. 4. c. 62. c Novatian te Trin. c. 29. Eadem iſc 


eritatis & c. 4 Lucian's Creed, and its Genuineneſs provi 
Bull's Def. Fid. Nic. p. 255. &c. Ed Oxon. 1685. e Gregor, 
Paris 1621 p. 1. f B. Bull in his Jud. Fecl. Cath. has clearly 
This: Tho' it muſt be confeſs'd,that the Agreement of St.Cyrilt 
the Conſtantinopolitan Creed is ſo little, that ic ſeems un 
Ground for that ConjeQture. However, There is in Epiphan 
; - Anchoratu, p. 123+ A. Vol. 2. Paris 1622) a Creed Verbatim tt 
with that which we call the Conſtantinopolitan; Epiphaniw 
calls ir the Creed of the 318 Fathers, by whom none can bt 
bur the Copncil of Nice: And tis certain, (as appears fi 
phanius Ibid. and Uſher de Symb. p. 18. Lond. 1647) that 
nius wrote his Treatiſe de Anchoratu at leaſt ſeven Years 
- Council of Conſtantinople ſat. I Know we better way of recod 
This Difficulty, than by aſſerting, that what has been ſul 
(perhaps without Reaſon)ro have happen d to Se. Cyril'sCrot, 
Reality happen'd to this in Epiphanius; namely, chat cho' the 
tiſe in which'it is found, be Older than the Council of Colon 
nople; yet after that Council had been held, Epiphanim i 
or ſome Other Perſon for Him, thought fir to inſert into li 
de Anchoratu, the Clauſes which the il of Conſtantin 
added tu the Creed compor'd at Nice. 


F the Holy Cho, Se. 19 
t Secondly ; another Argument that the Ante-Nicene 
Mans believ'd the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, is 
1 from their joining His Name with Thoſe of the 
and Son in their Nym of Baptiſm. They could 
. know that That Form ſets All the Three Perſons in 
quality, in a Thing that can Only belong to the 
je Nature; None, but a Perſon in That Nature, 
Qualify d to receive Men from a State of Sin to 
te of Grace, to the Rights of Sons of God, and 
opes of Eternal Bliſs : They could not be Igno- 
how Abſurd it would be, that This ſhould be per- 
'd.in the Name, and by the Authority of any Created 
- And therefore, ſince in this Solemn Act they 
| both the Son and the Holy Ghoſt with God the 
Tr, it muſt be ſuppos d that They believ'd Them 
One God with the Father. That They did Bap- 
Into His Name, is Evident from the Expreſs Teſti» 
es of Juſtin * Martyr, Irenæus, Clemens Alexandrinus, 
lian, and Cyprian. Nay more; in the Conferring 
ptiſm, a bare Recitation of the Three Names was 
hought ſufficient to make that Baptiſm Falid; but 
further requir'd a True and Orthodox Profeſſion of 
ith on the Trinity, as Explain'd and held forth by the 
lick Church, as of Abſolute Neceſſity to the Validity of 
iſm, Thus b St. Cypriaz denies the Validity of the 
onite's Baptiſm , becauſe their Sentiments of the 
ity were not Conformable to the Church Catholick: 
the Plenary Council of Arles e order d, that None 
Id be receiv d into Communion with the Church, 
uch as, upon Examination, ſhould be found to An- 
to the Right Faith on the Trinity: And it was, 
de Juſtin's ad Apol. p. 94. Cologn 1686. Irenzus L. 1; c. 1 
t of the Creed, (in which a Belief on the Holy Ghoſt is pro. 
calls it Kab AN br Nd Seavlicuar@ ee. Clem. 


p. 800. Ed. Cologn 1688. Tertullian de apt. c. 6, and L. adv... 
c. 27. and Cyprian in E 1 p: 205. 213,221. 221. Ed. Ox. i682. 


orten Ep. 73. p.200. Nunquid hanc Trinitatem Marcion tenet? 
uid eundem afferir, quem & Nos Patrem Creatorem? Nun- 
rundem Unum Filium Chriſtum 3 Longe alis eſt apud 
oem Fides. Quomodo ergo poteſt videri, qui apud illos- 
patur conſecutus eſſe Peccatorum remiſſam, & Divina Indul«. 
Gratiam per ſuam Fidem, qui ipſius Fidei non habuerit Veri« 
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whe the rid was wu; (an Expreſicn which,” 
Poubt, the Inſpir d Writers, as well as the Primitive 
ers, borrow d from the Jewiſh Idiom, in which , 
iſting Before the World was the Uſual Phraſe to 
gens But the Wiſdom (by which He always” 
is the Spirit) of God, which was in Him, and his Holy 
| akvays preſent with Him. God, ſays * Irenzns, needed” 
e Aſſiſtance of the Angels in Creating What He had be- 
letermin d; For His Word and his Wiſdom, His Son 
Spirit, are always preſent with Him. And immedi- 
after He aſſerts; That The Spirit was with God be- 
he Creation, Proving it by theſe Words of Solomon, 
d by bis Wiſdom hath founded the Earth. Gregory 
eoceſarea aſſerts, that, there never was a Time when. 
ber exiſted Without the Son, or the Son without the 
Novatian © in expreſs Words aſcribes to Him 4 
' Eternity. And Tertulian muſt upon bis own Prin- 
have Believ'd His Coæternity; For as He Believ'd 
o be Traly God, (as I ſhall Hereafter ſhew by many 
nces) So, He affirms; that whatever is God, is 
ſarih Eternal: They are the Properties of God, ſays. 
. aluayr to have Exiſted, without Beginning, and 

Eud And again, God is a Stranger to a Beginning 
| of Exiſtence. Theſe Citations are, I preſume , 
lent to atteſt His Eternity: And therefore I pals 
over that Multitude of Places, where They aſ- 
mto Him the e Creation of the World; And 
They Compare and Parallel His Proceſſion from 
ther with the! Emanarion of Light from the Body 


* 


Nin 2 Novitiih de Tein. e. ag. Cum Spiritus Sandi 
Mternita e Sociari, 4 Tetrullia ads. Hermage £ 6. 265. D. 
i 


bei 19 55 dem ne Fine. & 


Ne p. 330. T Athena 

7.50 gal Juſtin. Col. 1880 Tertul. adv, Pros < 8.p. 640. A. 
along yr the Pleu#bJutin p 386: B. Col. 1606, which 
reſents io Ut botk the Swdl de and the'rd © d, Ne“. 
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of the Sun: Both which might in this Place be 4% 
h made Uſe of to evince His Coeternity. 


My Fourth Argument ſhall be taken from That! 
vine Worſhip with which the Catholick Church thoy 
fir ro Honour Him. I need not Here ſtand to Pr 
that the Chriſtians of thoſe Ages, which are the Su 
of our preſent Enquiry, were Univerſally of Opin 
that God only is to be Worſhip'd ; ſince any the | 
Acquaintance with their Practice or Writings abund 
ly ſhews it: And therefore, taking This for grant 
that They worſhipped Nothing but What They thou, 
to be God, I proceed to my Proofs of Their Worl 
ping the Holy Ghoſt. 8 ä 

St. b Bafil, (for, I think, Few at This time dem dt 
Treatiſe de Spiritu Sancto, extant among his Workh D 
be His) has preferv'd a Doxology made uſe of h 
Clement of Rome; in which the Holy Ghoſt is join di 
the Father and Son: Euatius © concludes his Epillk 
the Epheſians with a Doxology of the Same Kind: | 
4 Polycarp finiſh'd the moſt Solemn Part of his Lift 
- Martyrdom, with an Act of Worſhip to Ged the e. 

ther, in Conjunction with the Son and Holy 9 
Clement of Alexandria ſhuts up his Books of The © Mich: 
ogue with an Act of Adoration , in which the VI 

hoſt is Formally addreſs d to: And St. Bafil t 
f to the Expoſitions of the Pſalms which Orig# 
written for Evidences of His Worſhipping the! 
Ghoſt. Thus far for the Practice of Private and i 
cular Men indeed, but They the Greateſt Lights« 
Firſt Centuries: What the Practice of the Churd 


. a See Juſtin's 2d Apol. p. 63. 64. Tatian, Orat- p. 144: C 

phil-ad Aur. p. 119. B. Melito in Chronic: Alex. p. 259. Pai $a 
Clemens Strom. L. 7. p- 711. C. 728. A. Origen. con- Cell. 
233. 386. Cyprian de Exh. Mart. p. 171. Dionyfius Ale 4 
Euſeb. Hiſt. L. 7. c. 11. Arnobius 35 100. Leyden 1% 
LaQtantius p. 202, 320. 423« b Baſil de Sp. S. c. . pag 
ad Paris 1037. c Ignatius in Ep. ad — ef. p. 47. Ed. Oxon 
« Polycarp, apud Euſeb. Hiſt. L. 4. C. 15. p. 133. D. Patil 
Clemens Alex. Ped. L. 3. C. 12. p. N Are ver 

| — c YL 1 4% me wart” vi N iv} — hy « gay 
vis rds ad. f Baſil de Spit. San. c. 29 p 388. Ee 
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ident from Juſtin ; Martyr s Apology; who refutes that 
mny thrown on the Chriſtians of His Age, that They 
e Atheiſts and Contemners of the Worſhip of God, by 
ng, That with regard to the Pretended Gods of the Hea- 
the Chriſtians might juſtly be repreſented as Atheiſts, but 
6 with Reſpeft to the moſt True God the Father of Righte- 
and Temperance ; For Him, continues He, and the Son 
h Proceeded from Him -— and the Prophetick Spirit, We 
hip and Adore, Honouring Them Rationally and Truly. 
| this he a Second Time averrs, ſaying, That after the 
er, They with Reaſon Honour d the Son in the ſecond 
e, and the Prophetick Spirit in the Third. If This way 
nſwering be any thing to the Purpoſe for which tis 
uc d, it muſt Suppoſe, that the Chriſtians both Be- 
d the Divinity of the Holy Ghoft, and aſcrib'd to 
Divine Worſhip: For, to affirm that They Worſhip= 
e True God, becauſe They Worſhip'd the Father, 
and Spirit, is a very Weak and Abſurd way of Ar- 
g, unleſs They believ'd the Father, Son and Spirit 

the One True God, and Worſhip'd them as ſuch : And 
d, is ſo far from being a Defence and Juſtification 
ge Chriſtians, whoſe Cauſe He is pleading ; That it 
Them Guilty of that very Crime, with which He 
charges the Heathens, namely, of Worſhipping as 
what really is not God. | 
at to put this Matter beyond al! Diſpute ; There 
Greateſt Certainty that the Ante-Nicene Chri- 
3Worſbip'd the Holy Ghoſt ; becauſe Several of the 
Sof Prayer, which We are aſcertain'd They did 
sto Him, are at this Time Extant: Such, for in- 
, Is that Prayer Extant in St. Baß b de Sp. San. 


Min. Apol. p. 56. Egg A xexAfueta, I Sw noy fuer 
wy roomy S 542401 i. dM b oy eAndearre 5 
Neuer wing x; onper emmy. - A durex 2d, x # f au 
- 78 70 D ονu⁰ͤfr,c b ef, 
he ne nt. And afrerwards, p.60.. ydr ar 74 ar7ws. 
Nrnt, S i Idris rope ene, mebua rk To wepun-: 
rery m4, In g Aby 8 71449 AY am IiZour. wi 25 * N 
f. de 8p · S. c. 29 p. 359· D. Ee we re ud ph hννα 
Up Ty icnsend paris Na AN e, wee 
L bas ads 6 arp. F Srud my Cavigay + GinAvygis curate ty 
wr our. 3 & N Rad- appeiar d iι,⁸ we gurl, Ce- 


24 The Perſonality and Divinity - 
which always made a Part of their Evening - Sem ot 
and which is at this Time Uſed by the Greek Ciy 
In that Prayer, the Holy.Ghoſt is join d with tu. 
ther and Son: And as to the Antiquity of, its Co 
fition, St. Bafil appFaling to it as 4-very Old Form, a 
Conſtant and Receid d Uie in the Church, and 7] 
Long, that it could not in His Time be known 
was that Compos d it, It may ot Unfiriy be reſen Met 
the Firſt and Earlieſt Times of Chriſtianity. Suu. 
other Form, in which the Holy Ghoſt is join u 

the Father and Son, is that Noxology, ſo frequenth| 
in our Liturgy, and term'd Gloria Patri; For the 
of- which, St. Baſil, in the * Place above-cited, a 
to no fewer than Sever Fathers of the Church, . 
Alt liv'd before the Cauncil of Nice. And, o 
trouble You with any More ; Such. another is that 
Seraphick Hymn Us d in Our Office of the Commy 
Which begins with theſe Words, Glory be to God un 
which Hymn muſt be Ante - Nicene; becauſe, tis ag 
to by d Athangſius as of Receiv d Uſe in His Time 
ound in the * Alexaudrian MS. of the Bible 3 
James s, which Manuſcript is Coeval d with the Cu 
of Nice ; and Laſtly, becauſe, by a great Clouds 
thors of the Middle of the Church, (ſuch as 
frid Strabo, Rabanus Maurus, Alcuiu, and Others) it bl 
verſally at '&t0-have. JEET a Lart of the | 
ri n e066 ty raw gnons, eres abriyer Hang 
) ©2040 Hveũ a Se. This Prayer Dr. Smith, (Account i 
turch, p. 229. Lond. 4680) with great Probability, foppolaliMitio! 
e ſame wirh-chat which is as this time us d by the Greek ( 
and call'd wi v AN. Foggy The 3 
2 Ba,. Ibid. p. 35K 359, und 380. eite: Clemens Romanum 
the two Di i, Arheriogenes. Gregory Thzumaturgus, u 
milian. 6 Athansſ. de Virgin. p 143. B Vol. 2d. Paris 1698. 
Treatiſe is Doubtleſs of Very Great Antiquity. if not Hy whok WWE: 
* Per. e Dr $with, ubi Sup. p. aag. 4 Dr Grake's Spici 
OL I. p. 261. . F744, e See Rabagus Maurus de Inſt U Fl 
. c. 32, p. 318. Ed. Clog 1548. Anaſtaſius Bibl. in Vit. T8 0s 
4 Paris +649 Walafrid Srrabo de Reb. Eecleſ. C. 22. p. 959 6 
in hib. Pat. Tom 9. Cologn 1618. Amularins Fortunstus L. 4 
OF. Eccleſ. c. & Ng. Ealogn 1568.  Alcuinus de Divis OR" 
78 Colegn 1568, Add to al this chat Dr. Smith, Ibid. form 
Hymn to have been the mauwrug@r od), of che Chriſtian H 
Lucian takes Notice o. ly + > vg 
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:on-Office by Teleſphorus Biſhop of Rome, about the 
of Chriſt CXL. And 'This may Suffice for Proof of 
Argument for the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt 
Antiquity, taken from the Divine Worſhip, which 
aid Him in the Firſt Ages of Chriſtianity. 
proceed to my Fifth and Laſt Argument ; which is 
ing before You ſome of the Chief of the Paſſages of 
athers, in which They do in Expreſs Words aflert 
Divinity, by beſtowing on Him the Name of Gd. 
hus Athenagoras refutes that Calumny thrown on 
riſtians, that they were Atheiſts , by ſaying ; 
bo world not Wunder to hear Them call d Atheiſts, who 
the Father to be God, the Son God, and the Holy 
From which Paſlage I thus argue; If the Chri- 
s of that Age did believe the Father, Son and Spirit 
One God, No Anſwer could be return'd that more 
ply refutes the Slander thrown on Them; But if 
y did not hold the Son and Spirit to be God; No- 
> ean be more Abſurd, than for Athenagoras, in a 
where He is Proving that the Chriſtians believ'd 
True Ged, to join Their Names with the Father, 
alme They acknowledg'd ts Be the True God 5 
Divinity of the Son and Holy Ghoſt were not the 
d and Receiv'd Doctrine of the Chriſtians, the 
aling to their Belief on 'Them, as a ſufficient Proof 
jr not being Atheiſts, is a way of Arguing 00 45 
th Inconcluſive to have eſcap'd a Philoſopher. 
neus, in more Places than * One, ſpeaking of the 
tion of the World, aſſerts, that God, creating it by 
brd and His Wiſdom, (by which he always under- 
His Son and Spirit) created it by Himſelf ; Than 
Nor hing can more plainly ſhow, that He thought 
Three to be One God. At another Place, under 
veyog, Legat. p. 1 1. Col. 1606. ms own Enrphons Aer G40 
9, 9+ Tor Sede, need 22008 -- axons Abies Artur, 
deus I. a. C 55. p. 185: Hic Pater, Hic Deus, Hie Con- 
Hic FaQor, Hic Fabricator, qui fecit ea per demetipſum, hog 
Verbum & Sapientiam ſuam. And L. 4. C. 37. p. 330. hav« 
Athat the Father created all Things by his Ward and Spirit, 
bs, Ipſe a Sempripſo Subſtantiam . . A accipiens, 
em, I. 5. C. 18 p. 427. Unus Deus Pater oſtenditur, qui eſt 
Ornia, & 8 in Omnibus. Super omnia quidem 
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26 The Perſonality and Divinity 
the One God who is above Al, and through All, and i 
He comprehends the Son and Spirit with the Fat 
And were there no other Place in this Excellent Wi 
that might be urg'd to this Purpoſe, That remartal ii 
in the * Zwelfth Chapter of His Fifth Book muſt, h 
Inpartial Judges, be eſteem'd ſufficient Evidence d 
Author's Judgment: There the/ererableFather eſtabi 
This Difference between the Spirit of God, and that 
Spirit which makes Man a living Creature namely, 
the Latter is a Created Being, the Former the Cre 
it; the One Temporal, the Other Eternal. 

Clement of Alexandria, having ſeverally recited 
Names of the Three Pei ſons, calls them joyntly 
25 i, One in all Reſpects. And in another © Place, 
courſing of the Deſcent of the Spirit on Chriſt a 
Baptiſm, He has This Expreſſion ; Non Lic Hominii 
Celumbæ fimilitudinem Deus afſumpfit. Words ſo 
need. no Comment. 

Tertullian calls the Advice which St. Paul gives 
relation to Matrimony as the Suggeſtion of the! 
Ghoſt, the Advice of the Divinity. His Word 
theſe; Cum veniam nubendi facit ( Paulus) Hominii 
dentis conſilium alegat: Quum Continentiam indicit, d 
tus ſancti Confilium affirmat : Tertullian's Advice id 
in the next Words : Sequere admonitionem cui Din 
patroumatur. | 

In his Book concerning * Baptiſm, ſpeaking of the 
cellency of Water, He ſays, that it, did, event 
creation of the World penes Deum quieſcere, & 4 
vel taculum Deo ſubjicere : And for This cites that 
of Moſes, The Spirit of God moved upon the fac 
Waters. Here the Spirit is Twice in expreſs Term 
God. Indeed in another Part of his Works, Hef 
* contrary Expoſition of this Text; yet {till Nd 

imſelf in ſuch a manner as to call the Holy Spiti 
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„ Idem. L. g c. r2. p 415, 416. Aliud eſt aMarus Vitæ & 
mens. Ped.” L. 3. c 12 2. 266. Ney here I take Adverbiall, 
often ſignifies in Sacred, as well as Profane Authors, See | 
33. ind Homer. Od. N. ver. 209. And Sylburgius's Verſiond 
Words by Oui ann eft Omnia, does not ſcem to me to mal 
4 nſec. Clemens in che Catens on Luke 3 22. in p. 101} 
Potrer's Clemens Ed Oxon. 1715. 4 Tertullian de Exl. 

p. 667 L. de Bap c. 3. p. 256. 3. w | 
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Words I refer to are in His Book againſt Hermo- 
an Spiritum Conditum oftendens, qui in Terras Cun- 
deputabatur , qui ſuper aquas ferebatur. Non, ut 
lam putant, ipſum Deum fignificari Spiritum, quia: De- 
iritus : Non enim Aqua Dominum ſuſtinere ſufficerent; 
um Spiritum dicit , de quo etiam Venti conftiterunt. 
ch of Theſe Interpretations is the True One, con- 
s not me to Enquire; it ſufficiently Anſwering my 
nt Purpoſe, that the Author in Both Places calls the 
Spirit God. | it 9d year - 
the Book de b Carne Chriſti, He argues, That the 
of God is Therefore God and Born of God, becauſe 
tten by the Spirit of God, which Spirit is God. 
at © another Place; He affirms, that the Father, 
and Spirit are a Trinity in One Godhead. 2 
were an almoſi endleſs Work to tranſcribe from Ter- 
tas many Paſſages as might be produc'd to This 
ofe ; Let it ſuffice that J lay before you a Few 
h One only of his Books, (I mean That againſt 
eas) furniſhes Us with. In That Treatiſe He aſ- 
That the Father, Son and Spirit are 4 One, per ſub- 
4 Unitatem : that They are, e Tres unius Subſtantiæ.: 
, the Son and Holy Spirit are. * Conſortes Sul ſtau- 
atris : That © the Spirit of God 45 God, and the Mord 
d is God, becauſe Proceeding from God, yet uot that 
on] of whom He is That, * There is One Sul ſtauce in 
Coherent Perſons : That, the Name of God and Lord 
ps to the Father, Son, and Spirit That, * Theſe Three 
num not Unus; as it is faid, I and my Further are One, 
to denote the Unity of Sibſtance., not the fingularity 
nber: That, They Differ not from Jews, who Be- 
Due God, in ſuch a manner as to exchude the So and 
That, * Ti the Deſign aud Subſtance of the New 
nent to teach us, That the Father, Son, and Spirit, 
alen L. 2dy. Herm. d 32: p 285. B. J Idem in IT 
£18 p. 373. D. Cum Ipſe ſit deSpiritu Dei, & Spiritus Deus 
Deus ex Deo natus eſt & ex Carne Hominis Homo in Carne 


tus e Idem in Lib de Pudicit c. 2, p, 744+ A. In quo eſt 
a Unius Divinitatis, Parer & Filius & Spicitus Sanctus d 7; 6 


adv. Prax. c. 2 p. 635 C Paris 1634. bid. c 2. p. 635 

C 3,P 636, B. g Id. Ibid. c: 26+ p 658. C. b Id. Ibid: c. z. 

D. id. c. 13. P 64 c., A. K Id. c. 25. p 657. C. IId. c. 31. 

B. Id c. 37 pr663 B. moe 5 to 
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Ones, by beſtowing that Title on 7wo Perſons, 
at the Time Ihey knew not to be Truly and 
y God. Bur this by the way. | 
, Cyprian treads in the ſteps of His Maſter Tertullian; 
oling the Validity of Heretical-Baptiſm by This Ar- 
nt; If fays He, am One may receive Baptiſm from 
ticks, He may alſo receive Remiſſion of fins ; I He may 
e Remiſſion of fins, He then becomes Sanlify'd and is 
the Temple of Cod But I wonld know of what God ? 
Jay, of the Creator, (or Father) tis not Poſſible that Ons 
elieves not in Him ſhould be a Temple to Him : Ieyon 
ChrifZ ; He cannot be a Temple to Him who denies Him 
God : If you Jay, of the Holy Spirit LG theſe Three 
Ie, how can the Holy Spirit be reconcil d to Him that ts 
nemy either to the Father or Soy A Teſtimony This, 
to His being God, and that, One God with the 
wand Sm; that had We m orher method of Diſc 
ring the Doctrine of the Primitive Church in rhbis 
roverſy, This atone, were ſufficient to ſatisfy us; 
her We regard the Clearneſs of the Words themſelvet, 
e Anthority of that Perſon whoſe Words they are. 
den d aſſerts, that the Holy Spirit is joyn'd with the 
and Son in Honour and Dignity : At other © Places 
ntions the Godhead of the Adorable Trinity : An 
rticular the Godhead of the Holy Ghoſt. "© 
gory of Neocæſaren declares, that the Trinity is 
i, Undivided in Glory, Eternity and Dominion ; 
there is Nothing Created, and that it was ahways One 
table Eroariable Trinity. Words, which Sufficiently 
their Authors Sentiments to have been, that the 
Perſons are Conſubſtantial. . NO. 
Yprian, Ep. 73. p. 203. Oxon. 1682+ $i Baprizari quis 2p 
eos potuft ans & 5 D 85 28 
> Remifſam confecurus vſt, & Sanfificarurelt, & Tem- 
ei factus eſt. Quæro tujus Dei ? Si Creatofis, aon patult 
cum non ctedidir. $i Chriſti, nec ut yy, — Templam 
gt eum Chriſtum. Si Spiritus Sancti; res unum ſint, 
da Spiritus Sanktus placatus ei poreſt ls, 0% lr Patris 3 
nicus eſt? b Origen. Procm. in Lib. Tr Aye. r Ortiz. 
gent. on John, apud Baſil. de Sp. S. c. 2g. p. 350. A. inn 
1 e. 4 Orig Comment. in Rom. apu Beil Ibid. N. 
miar . Gregory in Exp. Fid: p. 1. Teas 
Aeg £36 N Ba wn eur by aha 
dre 4 NN e, But 
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30 The Perſonality and Divinity 
But why do I dwell on the Aſſertions of Privay 
when We have Evidence enough to the Doctrine. 
Church, from the Caſe of One man only; I mean Di 
Biſhop of Alexandria? When Sabellius - firſt appe 
that Great man vigorouſly oppos d Him; and, as 4 
tholicks did, Strenuouſly maintain'd a Diſtindtion d 
ſons. But, as it often happens to ſuch Wurm D:ſpui 
through a too vehement Deſire of evincing that T 
He puſh'd His Arguments too far; and let fall ſo 
guarded Expreſſions, which ſeem'd to Intimate a Di 
in the Eſſence as well as a" Diſtinction of Perſons. | 
Doctrine gave Univerſal Offence ; and ſome Biß 
 Pentapolis complain'd of Him, as Heterodox, u 
Biſhop of Rome; by Whom He was call'd on toy 
cate Himſelf, and explain His Opinion. At hanaſt 
deed, in a et * Diſcourſe, has with much Painsf 
thar@'his his Predeceſſor was t Erroneous in his} 
but that He held the Divine Eſſence to be Indivi/ibhl 
the Three Perſons. If He were Innocent, (as wit 
Doubt He was) He adds One Eminent Perſon too 
ber; If He were not, yet This is an Invincible Procl, 
a Difference of the Eſſence was Then look d on by thel 
as an Heretical Opinion; and Conſequently, that tit 
and Holy Ghoſt's Conſubſtantiality with the Fathe 
the Received and Catholick Doctrine. 
I hope I have faid enough to ſhow, that the Do 
of Our Church, with regard to the Holy Gholt, WW: 
Every Part Conformable to the Chriſtian Church d 
three firſt Centuries. But, I ſhall take Leave tl 
miſs this Subject, till I have-Prov'd, that the F 
of thoſe Ages, to which. my enquiry is confin !. 
liev'd the Divine Eſſence, (in which it nou appears 
Held the Holy Ghoſt to be a Perſon) to have bee 
an One as, we ftri&tly and properly call an'Tudivi 
Numerical Eflence. And This J do, becauſe it 
puts Their Belief of the Divinity of the Holy Git 
Jond a Queſtion; (It being Inpoſſible there ſud 
an Inequality in Perſons of One Numerical E 
put alſo ;, becauſe it wipes off a Slander thrown 
Writings of the Fathers, charging Them with 
ing, that the Divine Eſſence is a Seciſical Oni 
that the Perſons of the Father, Son and Spill 


I, Athanaſ, ds Sentent. Diopylii. ... .. 
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% One God, than as Three Men, or Three In- 
Juals of any Species, may be ſaid to be of One Eſſence, 

ving One Common Specifical Eſſence. . 
culd not be thought, that fo many Pious and Learned 
es of all Communions, as profeſs a great Reverence 
ge Writings of thoſe Primitive Fathers, would fit ſilent 
r ſo heavy a Repreach, and fo publickly thrown' on 
1 as downright 'T'ritheiſm ; For a Specifical Unity is 
than Tritheiſm. What Curcellæaus therefore had ad- 
d to This purpoſe, Our Excellent Biſhop * Hilling- 
lid, with His Uſual Solidity and Learning, refute. 
becauſe the Celebrated Monſ. le-Clerc, (without ta- 
lorice of Biſhop Stilingfleet's Anſwer) has in * Plain- 
rms, and with more Confidence, (with a Confi- 
I may venture to ſay, Peculiar toHimſelf) repeated 
harge, and inſinuated the Impoſſibility of ſhewing it 
a Falſhoed ; It will, IJ prefume, be Judg'd not al- 
Foreign to my Subject, if I produce a few Rea- 

ſhow, that the Divine Eſſence was then, as it is now, 
d to be, what we commonly call a Numerical One. 
e of the moſt Venerable Aſſemblies of Chriſtian 
ps before the Council of Nice, was the Council of 
Nagainſt Paul of Sumoſata. That crafty Heretick 
Il known to have deny d the Divinity of the. Son of 
And when ſome of the Orthodox Biſhops had de- 
Him to be Conſal ſtantial with His Father; Part, © 
Ilingflect's Vind, of the Trin. p. 76 6 See Le-Cleic's Supp. 
Iammond's Annor. en 1 John 5. 6. where He ſays; (p. 622. 
799 40) that the Fathers affirm'd che Perſons to be, proper- 
king, Three CoſubHantial Gods. c Athanaſius de Syn. Afim. 


c p 759. A. Ed. Paris 1698. reconciles the Councils of 4. 
d Nice (the Former gf which had declin'd, the Latter eſta- 


the Word Owtn@,) thus. Of Eawonria xghains 
il. Antioch) SOMATIKOS Gaeuldrorrys N Oft, te 
c N NA, galyor@, % IE aro 
Keds ©4065 ov nov Oak mor d N aun, g drd/ynu TPELE 
2 EINAl, u wh, Ten vny , mas 9 Hos It inairns. 
® 4x27» tvAaCndirrys T3 νε n 00gIT Wi Lahoo vibe, 
Mu EIN AI J Xergoy dee. od is} de et 
s d i. o u Agnarks ug Au- 


1 . 
h (Concil, Nicen. YewgyonrTa Thu: une 74 Hau- 1 
„ i Aue, 4 lie del D773 Oel- 


red, v , T4--0V de dreesevde QEDLEP HUEIEZ 
» UG dE ic d Llarybe, a ws i} ae , d - 
Xl ——TETv 11,0 mw eit, dun Ones 1 

| . (under- 


of the Ebi Chf, S.. 33 
ß ſtent with, the Unity of the Godhead. But to 
nity could This be Objedted? To a Specifical 
> Surely, the Heathens were not ſo weak Reaſoners, 
aſſert That : And they eould not but know, that in 
n Unity, there may be not only Three, but any the 
Number of Perſons: - The Chriſtians were de- 
to Reconcile Three Perſons with One Effence ; a 
jon, which could #ever have been 4d; than 
Nothing can be eaſier to Reſolve; and to which 
tthers could not have fail'd to have returned that Plain 
Dbvious Anſwer, had They held the Unity of the 
ead to be Specifical : On the contrary, we find, 
hey never endeavour'd to ſolve it by That way; 
oſe ſuch Other methods of Explaining it, as ren- 
it a yery © Difficult matter. They were chargd 
Heathens and Sabellians as Introducers of Tritheiſm; 
inge, to which They muſt have pleaded Guilty, 
idently They were) if They had held a Specifica! 
but we find, They Univerſally denied the Accu 
profeſs'd the greateſt Deteſtation of * Polytheiſm, 
ndeayour'd' to reconcile Three Perſons with One 
e by Other methods. And as 'tis Thus Evident, 
he ſeeming” Inconſiſtency of Three Perſons with 
ſence, could never, with — Colour of Reaſon or 
be made an Objection againſt the Trinity, if the 
ans had maintain'd' a'Sþecifical Unity; fo, if we 
ethem to have held a Numerical One, we ſhall find 
keaſon to wonder at Tha Objection to the Doctrine; 
he ſeeminꝝ Contradiſtion imply d by Three Diſtinft 
in One Þ:dividual Godhead, is the very ſame er- 
Plea with that of the modern Antitrinitarians. . 
rr 

not hold this Unity to be a Seri fical . 

e taken from their afferting it to he One in ſuch a 


abt) follows, that They muſt have underſtood it to 
imerical Effence ; becauſe tis by all men confe/s'd, 
Pecifical Eflence, when there are ſeveral Judi- 
under jt, 8 If chen 
antan d the Divine Nature to be Idi uifbly One, 
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34 The Perſonality and Divinity 
(as I doubt not but I ſhall ſhow They did) we 
charge them with holding a Specifical Unity, une 

ſuppoſe Them ſo grofly. ſtupid, as to maintain th Neri 
Contradiction, namely, that the Divine Eſente is Md 
po of Divifon, and yet a#gally-Divided. That. 

eld the Divine Nature to be Jucapable of Diviſion, 
the fallowing Eyidences, Clement of Alexandria ſe 
of God, ſays, * There are uo Parts in him, as bein 
u 77 1, an Indiviſible One. Origen ridicules the 
cls, becauſe They could not diſcover the Natureof 
1 being * Siraple,Uncompounded, Indivifible. Lattantin( 
that the Divinity * nec ming nec Dividi poteſt. And, uri 
mention any more, we find. by the Citations whi 
Athanaſius, makes from the twoDiony/ii;the CotempliſWing 
Biſhops of, Rome, and Alexandria, that They expreſs 
greateſt Deteſtation of an Opinion at that Time ad ui ic. 
hat the Divine Eſſence is Divided in the Perſons. 
In Conformity with this Principle, the Fathers 
ver ally declare, that the Geyeration of the Son, aui be 
ceſſion of; the Hirit, caus d uo Diviſion in the M. 
Nature ;, but that the Perſons, as to the: Eſſence 
tinue {vfepgrate from each Other. Can This be af 
of Perſons 1 in 3 1 Nature? war it be uh! 
that the iduals of a. Þerigs are Inſeparabls ny 

other? "The feaſt, knowledge in Philoſophy dil 
that it capmox.. Juſtin e Martyr calls the Son Und 

Iudivifitle from the Farher: And that the Yi 
W. 2 0 die . d — boch Juli 
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1 more than Once, Undivided and Inſeparable from 
tther.. Hence does b Dionyſius of Alexandria term 
erſons Undivided and [ndiv:fible : Hence does Dio 
of Rome ſo ſharply rebuke Thoſe who aſſerted Thres 


4 Patre, ſed non ſeparatum; and at another Place, 
&' Filius Duo, & hoc non ex ſeparatione ſubſtantia-— 
Individuum & Inſeparatum Filium a Patre pronunci- 
And laſtly, Hence Lafantius in Expreſs words 
s, that the Son is not ſeparate from the Father. 
This they endeavour'd Faintly to repreſent to our * 


a Stream from a Spring, Fruit from a Tree, and the 
Us'd by the Firſt t Writers on this Subject; and 
ich they aim'd to give Us ſome Notion, (though 
ſſedly an Inadequate One) how the Perſons may be 
Diſtinit, and yet the Eſſence continue Indiuifible. 
hen is the Sum of the Argument: A Hecifital Na- 


ith theſe Writers, the Divine Eſſence is ſo far from 
Divided, that tis Iucapable of Diviſion : In a Spe- 


Weight, if a late Obſervation of a very Learned 


ſenſe as with Us they have) ſignify what we nou 


799. he fays the Son isin the Bofom of the Father & Hd + 
, «7; Oi, bSee Biſhop-Bu/ubi ſup. c Tertul ad. Prax · 


N. A. e Lotantins L. 4 c. 209, P. 40% Quoniam Patri fie lis 
eſt, non ſepararur;)ſicur ned rivus a fonte, &c · Se Juſtin 
Wp. 284, and 358. Taten Or p. 145. Athenagtras. p. 10, 
£ po Apol. 8 52. and L. 711 E c. Rs 22. 01 
4. c. 49. p. 403. f Mr: Walk Hist. of Inf. Bap. vol: 
116. Ed. Lond. 1705. 5 | > , $ wh 1a Th 
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rſtanding, by the Production of a Ray from the 
ing One Flame' df Fire from Another. IIluſtrations 


is on all hands allow'd to be à Divided Nature; 


Eſſence the Perſons are undeniably ſeparate ; But 
the Divine Perſons neither are nor can be ſepa- 
And this Argument will receive further Strength 2 


or, (whoſe'thorough Acquaintance with the Wri- 
ff the Fathers very wel enabled Him to make ſuch 
lpment) be found to be Fuſt ; And that is, that 
ords #7 wnr@, due, diaper @®, and the üke, 
we rightly render by Indiviſible, do, in the Lan- 
þ of the Fathers, (when words had not ſo Determi r: 


Is by Numerical. If this be true; all theſe Paſſages 
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te Perſons. Hence Tertullian 's e Prolatum dicimus 
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Fhave produc d, wherein the Narr of God 
de ical, and the Perſons of than Eflence' 
| fepdyable from each other, are as point blank 
+ mes do the Numerical Unity, as eee | 
had been as'd; — 1. 
„kare now tiniſh'd what I pr d e 
from Scripture that the Holy G 
He is a Perſan Diſtinck from, and W I 
ſenee wirb, the Father and Son. r Antiq 
be evinc d, that the Aue Nicene Church aſſerte a 
He is u Perfbn; that He is a Perſon Did 
_ other Tuo; that He i in the ſame Eſfende y 
cther Nuo; and that the Eſſeuce in which: te | 
| what in-frifineſr off Language we call u 
This, 1 Rope, has been Nh dee fond 
5 this, 1 preſume, needs not be made out. L * in W. | 
At has of late been complain d of, (I 
Jah. by thꝭ Favourers and Patrons of the * 
_ nine: chat che Freatment they now adays mal 
. -inathe Writings of their Adverſaries-has been 
is more likely to Proudke than Perſunde, and tu 
A 
| "cannot be- 
| ſuch Gontroverſial Writers there be) wha 
ir Heat to hurry them into Inderentiet. I 
the wa and when a 
'be 2 by a lighe and gentle gentle Touch, 18 
can be blocker th Hand, which y. x Pal 
Afflictiee treatment racks its Patient; We 
the? to lament, that our Adverſaries in th] Conti 
ſy are, of ab Qthers,' th ml ae nd rhe | 
eu; that While all other Diſſenters from dur f 
'Teners; are, for the moſt part, Me of Ora 
ings and Arr; E e recommend dhe werf 


abe moſt na 


Religion: | 7his at le lealt ruſt be allow d them; ' 
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